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Response to Comments of Jack Witthaus, Transportation and Traffic Manager, City of Sunnyvale, January 29, 2004 
(Letter AL001) 

AL001-1 
Please see standard responses 2.9.1 and 2.9.2. 

AL001-2 
Please see standard responses 2.1.1, 2.1.2, and 2.1.6 in regards to 
the Authority’s ridership forecasts, HST operation finances, and 
figures for the Northeast Corridor.  Like the Acela service, the 
proposed HST would be expected to have passenger revenues that 
would exceed operational and maintenance costs. 

According to Amtrak, the Acela service operates without subsidy, as 
an exclusive service independent of other Amtrak business.  No 
operating subsidy is envisioned for the proposed HST System.  The 
Authority’s Final Business Plan estimated that the proposed HST 
system would generate an operating surplus. 

AL001-3 
Please see standard response 3.4.1 and standard response 3.4.2.  
Please also see standard response 6.1.5 in regards to potential noise 
impacts on the Caltrain corridor. 

Through the San Francisco Peninsula the HST is planned to operate 
at speeds below a maximum of 125 miles per hour.  Sound levels 
from high-speed trains at speeds of up to 125 mph are similar to the 
existing Caltrain commuter trains traveling at speeds of up to 79 
mph.  Introduction of HST service on the Peninsula would also 
require complete grade separation and would thus eliminate horn 
noise due to grade crossings.  Furthermore, a new HST system 
would be designed and developed to meet state-of-the-art 
technology specifications for noise and vibration, based on the desire 
to provide the highest quality train service possible.  Trains and 

tracks would be maintained in accordance with all applicable 
standards to minimize noise and vibration.  Remaining noise impacts 
can be reduced substantially by the installation of sound barrier walls 
constructed to shield receivers from train noise.  The design of and 
specifications for noise barriers appropriate for specific corridor 
segments of the proposed HST system would depend on the location 
and height of noise-sensitive buildings and would be considered 
during project-level reviews.    

AL001-4 
The Summary Chapter of the Program EIR/EIS describes the 
reasoning behind conclusion that the proposed HST system is the 
best alternative for helping to meet California’s future intercity 
transportation demands.  California’s transportation network, 
economy, and environment influence all Californians (not just 
residents of cities with HST stations). 

While there is not an HST station proposed for Sunnyvale, the 
proposed San Jose HST station would be about 7 miles from 
Sunnyvale and would be a multimodal station with a direct 
connection to the Caltrain commuter rail service that serves the 
Peninsula and has a stop at Sunnyvale.  The HST service through 
Sunnyvale would be on the existing Caltrain right-of-way and result 
in an improved regional commuter service—electrified, fully grade-
separated, with additional tracks and fencing—that would help 
mitigate the impacts of additional rail service along the Peninsula.  
Shared-use improvements in this corridor would result in safety and 
service improvements for Peninsula commuters and potentially 
improve automobile traffic flow at rail crossings and reduce noise 
impacts, since a grade-separated system could eliminate trains 
blowing warning horns throughout the alignment. 



California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments 

 

 
CALIFORNIA HIGH SPEED RAIL AUTHORITY 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page  4-3

 

Comment Letter AL002 



California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments 

 

 
CALIFORNIA HIGH SPEED RAIL AUTHORITY 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page  4-4

 

Comment Letter AL002 Continued 
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Response to Comments of Violet Varona-Lukens, Executive Officer, Los Angeles County Board of Supervisors, 
January 30, 2004 (Letter AL002) 

AL002 -1 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.23.1. 
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Response to Comments of Janet Brennan, Supervising Planner, Monterey Bay Unified Air Pollution Control District, 
March 1, 2004 (Letter AL003) 

AL003-1 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.3.1. 
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Comment Letter AL004 Continued 
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Comment Letter AL004 Continued 
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Response to Comments of Clark C. Thompson, Planning Coordinator, Council of Fresno County Governments, March 
29, 2004 (Letter AL004) 

AL004-1 
Acknowledged.  These comments pertain to the Fresno-Bypass loop 
alignment option.  Please see standard response 6.20.5.  Should the 
HST proposal move forward, future project specific studies will look 
at the direct alignment option through Fresno and a potential 
downtown Fresno HST station, but no further study of an “express 
loop” is planned. 

AL004-2 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.20.5, and response 
to Comment AL004-1 above. 

AL004-3 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.20.5, and response 
to Comment AL004-1 above. 
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Comment Letter AL005 Continued 
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Comment Letter AL005 Continued 
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Response to Comments of Vincent P. Bertoni, AICP, Interim Director of Planning and Building Services, City of Santa 
Clarita, April 13, 2004 (Letter AL005) 

AL005-1 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.23.1 in regards to 
the alignment between Bakersfield and Sylmar.  Please also see 
standard response 2.28.2 in regards to a potential HST station in the 
Santa Clarita Valley. 

AL005-2  
If a decision is made to move forward with the proposed HST 
system, subsequent project-level environmental analysis will be 
required for all portions of the proposed system prior to final design 
and construction. 

AL005-3  
Acknowledged.  Should the HST proposal move forward, during the 
project-level review, the Authority will work closely with potentially 
affected communities to avoid, reduce and/or include feasible 
measures to mitigate potential impacts to local communities and to 
the natural environment. 
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Comment Letter AL006 Continued 
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Response to Comments of Steve Heminger, Executive Director, Metropolitan Transportation Commission, April 28, 
2004 (Letter AL006) 

AL006-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

AL006-2 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.2.3 and standard 
response 6.1.4. 

AL006-3 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.2.2. 

AL006-4 
Acknowledged.  The West Oakland site and the 12th Street/City 
Center site would both provide good connectivity with BART and 
would have similar potential for environmental issues.  The Authority 
has concluded that there should be continued investigation in future 
tiered environmental reviews of both the West Oakland and the 12th 
Street/City Center sites as potential locations for a terminus station 
in Oakland. 

AL006-5 and -6 
Please see standard response 8.1.7. Should the HST project move 
forward, the Authority would continue to work with the Metropolitan 
Transportation Commission on project-level environmental analysis, 
construction, and operation of the HST system. 
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